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Art Unit: 3696 

DETAILED ACTION 

Response to Amendment 

1. In the amendment filed 5/11/2009, the following has occurred: claims 1, 
10, 12, 21 & 23 have been amended. Now, claims 1-23 are presented for 
examination. 

Response to Arguments 

2. Applicant's arguments, (see p. 8, lines 11-12, lines 20-21 & p. 9, lines 1 & 

2, lines 19-21) filed 5/11/2009, with respect to 1-23 have been fully considered 
and are persuasive. The rejection of claims 1-23 has been withdrawn. 

Claim Objections 

3. Examiner notes that a system is not a statutory category. 35 U.S.C. 101 
reads as follows: Whoever invents or discovers any new and useful process, 
machine, manufacture, or composition of matter, or any new and useful 
improvement thereof, may obtain a patent therefor, subject to the conditions and 
requirements of this title. The preambles of claims 1-1 1 recite a system, which is 
not a statutory category. However the body of the claim recites a structure which 
fits the statutory category of machine or apparatus. For clarification Examiner 
recommends that the preamble be changed to clearly reflect a statutory category 
of invention. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

4. The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 1 12: 
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The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

Claim 1 is rejected under 35 USC § 112 2 nd paragraph. The terms "entities in a 
business organization", "creating derivatives exposure", "based on", "associated 
with", "review the derivative trade", "allocate billing information" & "reserve 
information" in claim 1 , are unclear and renders the claims indefinite. The terms 
"entities", "business organization", "derivatives exposure", "based on", 
"associated with", "review", "allocate", "reserve" are not defined by the claim, and 
the specification does not provide a standard for ascertaining the meaning and 
one of ordinary skill in the art would not be reasonably apprised of the scope of 
the invention or if at the time the application was filed, had possession of the 
claimed invention. 

Claim 3 is rejected under 35 USC § 112 2 nd paragraph. The term "reserve 
amount to set aside" in claim 3 is unclear and renders the claim indefinite. The 
term "set aside" is not defined by the claim, and the specification does not 
provide a standard for ascertaining the meaning and one of ordinary skill in the 
art would not be reasonably apprised of the scope of the invention or if at the 
time the application was filed, had possession of the claimed invention. 

Claim 4 is rejected under 35 USC § 112 2 nd paragraph. The term "based on" and 
"estimation of risk" in claim 4 are unclear and render the claim indefinite. The 
terms "based on" and "estimation" are not defined by the claim, and the 
specification does not provide a standard for ascertaining the meaning and one 
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of ordinary skill in the art would not be reasonably apprised of the scope of the 
invention or if at the time the application was filed, had possession of the claimed 
invention. 

Claim 5 is rejected under 35 USC § 112 2 nd paragraph. The terms "special 
queue", "further review" and "predetermined amount" in claim 5 are unclear and 
renders the claim indefinite. The term "special", "further" and "predetermined" is 
not defined by the claim, and the specification does not provide a standard for 
ascertaining the meaning and one of ordinary skill in the art would not be 
reasonably apprised of the scope of the invention or if at the time the application 
was filed, had possession of the claimed invention. 

Claim 6 is rejected under 35 USC § 112 2 nd paragraph. The term "reminder" in 
claim 6 is unclear and renders the claim indefinite. The term "reminder" is not 
defined by the claim, and the specification does not provide a standard for 
ascertaining the meaning and one of ordinary skill in the art would not be 
reasonably apprised of the scope of the invention or if at the time the application 
was filed, had possession of the claimed invention. 

Claim 8 is rejected under 35 USC § 112 2 nd paragraph. The term "modifiable" in 
claim 8 is unclear and renders the claim indefinite. The term "modifible" is not 
defined by the claim, and the specification does not provide a standard for 
ascertaining the meaning and one of ordinary skill in the art would not be 
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reasonably apprised of the scope of the invention or if at the time the application 
was filed, had possession of the claimed invention. 

Claim 9 is rejected under 35 USC § 112 2 nd paragraph. The terms "reserve 
amount" and "invalid" and "reversed" in claim 9 are unclear and render the claim 
indefinite. The terms "reserve amount" and "invalid" and "reversed" are not 
defined by the claim, and the specification does not provide a standard for 
ascertaining the meaning and one of ordinary skill in the art would not be 
reasonably apprised of the scope of the invention or if at the time the application 
was filed, had possession of the claimed invention. 

Claim 12 is rejected under 35 USC § 112 2 nd paragraph. The terms "entities in a 
business organization", "creating derivatives exposure", "based on", "associated 
with", "review the derivative trade", "allocate billing information" & "reserve 
information" in claim 12, are unclear and renders the claims indefinite. The terms 
"entities", "business organization", "derivatives exposure", "based on", 
"associated with", "review", "allocate", "reserve" are not defined by the claim, and 
the specification does not provide a standard for ascertaining the meaning and 
one of ordinary skill in the art would not be reasonably apprised of the scope of 
the invention or if at the time the application was filed, had possession of the 
claimed invention. 

Claim 12 is rejected under 35 U.S. C. 112, second paragraph, as being 
incomplete for omitting essential steps, such omission amounting to a gap 
between the steps. See MPEP § 2172.01. The omitted steps are: how reserve 
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information is received, how an entity creating the exposure is identified, how 
derivative trade and the reserve information are reviewed & how billing 
information is allocated. 

Claim 13 recites the limitation "generating the billing information" in line 1. There 
is insufficient antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. 

Claim 13 is rejected under 35 U.S. C. 112, second paragraph, as being 
incomplete for omitting essential steps, such omission amounting to a gap 
between the steps. See MPEP § 2172.01. The omitted steps are: how billing 
information is generated & how are workflow queues used to process 
information. 

Claim 14 is rejected under 35 USC § 112 2 nd paragraph. The terms "reserve 
information" & "set aside" in claim 14 are unclear and render the claim indefinite. 
The term "reserve' and "set aside" are not defined by the claim, and the 
specification does not provide a standard for ascertaining the meaning and one 
of ordinary skill in the art would not be reasonably apprised of the scope of the 
invention or if at the time the application was filed, had possession of the claimed 
invention. 

Claim 15 is rejected under 35 USC § 112 2 nd paragraph. The terms "based on" & 
"estimation of risk" in claim 14 are unclear and render the claim indefinite. The 
terms "based on' and "estimation of risk" are not defined by the claim, and the 
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specification does not provide a standard for ascertaining the meaning and one 
of ordinary skill in the art would not be reasonably apprised of the scope of the 
invention or if at the time the application was filed, had possession of the claimed 
invention. 

Claim 15 is rejected under 35 U.S. C. 112, second paragraph, as being 
incomplete for omitting essential steps, such omission amounting to a gap 
between the steps. See MPEP § 2172.01. The omitted steps are: how risk is 
estimated. 

Claim 16 is rejected under 35 USC § 112 2 nd paragraph. The terms "further 
review" & "exceeds a predetermined amount" & "reserve amount" in claim 14 are 
unclear and render the claim indefinite. The terms "further review" & "exceeds a 
predetermined amount" & "reserve amount" are not defined by the claim, and the 
specification does not provide a standard for ascertaining the meaning and one 
of ordinary skill in the art would not be reasonably apprised of the scope of the 
invention or if at the time the application was filed, had possession of the claimed 
invention. 

Claim 16 is rejected under 35 U.S. C. 112, second paragraph, as being 
incomplete for omitting essential steps, such omission amounting to a gap 
between the steps. See MPEP §2172.01. The omitted steps are: how the 
reserve amount is compared with a predetermined amount. 
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Claim 16 is rejected under 35 U.S. C. 112, second paragraph, as being 
incomplete for omitting essential elements, such omission amounting to a gap 
between the elements. See MPEP § 2172.01. The omitted elements are: what 
constitutes a further review. 

Claim 17 is rejected under 35 USC § 112 2 nd paragraph. The term "reminder" in 
claim 17 is unclear and renders the claim indefinite. The term "reminder" is not 
defined by the claim, and the specification does not provide a standard for 
ascertaining the meaning and one of ordinary skill in the art would not be 
reasonably apprised of the scope of the invention or if at the time the application 
was filed, had possession of the claimed invention. 

Claim 17 is rejected under 35 U.S. C. 112, second paragraph, as being 
incomplete for omitting essential steps, such omission amounting to a gap 
between the steps. See MPEP § 2172.01 . The omitted steps are: how the 
reminder is generated. 

Claim 18 is rejected under 35 U.S. C. 112, second paragraph, as being 
incomplete for omitting essential steps, such omission amounting to a gap 
between the steps. See MPEP §2172.01. The omitted steps are: how the 
queues are made viewable. 
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Claim 19 is rejected under 35 U.S. C. 112, second paragraph, as being 
incomplete for omitting essential steps, such omission amounting to a gap 
between the steps. See MPEP § 2172.01 . The omitted steps are: how the 
queues are made modifiable 

Claim 20 is rejected under 35 USC § 112 2 nd paragraph. The terms "reversing 
the reserve amount" and "invalid" in claim 20 are unclear and render the claim 
indefinite. The terms "reversing the reserve amount" and "invalid" are not defined 
by the claim, and the specification does not provide a standard for ascertaining 
the meaning and one of ordinary skill in the art would not be reasonably apprised 
of the scope of the invention or if at the time the application was filed, had 
possession of the claimed invention. 

Claim 21 is rejected under 35 U.S. C. 112, second paragraph, as being 
incomplete for omitting essential steps, such omission amounting to a gap 
between the steps. See MPEP §2172.01. The omitted steps are: how the 
invoice is generated. 

Claim 22 is rejected under 35 U.S. C. 112, second paragraph, as being 
incomplete for omitting essential steps, such omission amounting to a gap 
between the steps. See MPEP § 2172.01 . The omitted steps are: how the profit 
and loss amounts are posted. 
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Claim 23 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as being 
indefinite in that it fails to point out what is included or excluded by the claim 
language. This claim is an omnibus type claim. Examiner notes that any suitable 
program storage device currently available or available in the future could be 
programmed for this method and it is therefore impossible to establish 
boundaries for the scope of this claim. 

Claim 23 is rejected under 35 USC § 112 2 nd paragraph. The terms "tangibly 
embodying", "based on", "associated with", "reviewing" and "allocating" in claim 
20 are unclear and render the claim indefinite. The terms "tangibly embodying", 
"based on", "associated with", "reviewing" and "allocating" are not defined by the 
claim, and the specification does not provide a standard for ascertaining the 
meaning and one of ordinary skill in the art would not be reasonably apprised of 
the scope of the invention or if at the time the application was filed, had 
possession of the claimed invention. 

5. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from 
the examiner should be directed to Gerald C. Vizvary whose telephone number is 
571-270-3268. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday thru Friday. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the 
examiner's supervisor, Tom Dixon can be reached on 571-272-6803. The fax 
phone number for the organization where this application or proceeding is 
assigned is 571-270-4268. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from 
the Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information 
for published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public 
PAIR. Status information for unpublished applications is available through 
Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair- 
direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll- 
free). If you would like assistance from a USPTO Customer Service 
Representative or access to the automated information system, call 800-786- 
9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 
/THOMAS A DIXON/ 

Supervisory Patent Examiner, Art Unit 3696 

Gerald Vizvary 

Patent Examiner, A.U. 3696 

September 13, 2009 



